then, "literary circles" have responded to the accusations of "intellectuals": Most literary scholars believe that intellectuals are biased when it comes to their evaluation of Chinese literature; they have made a reckless supposition based on a very limited reading of literature.5 Relatively speaking, the critical response of "literary circles" was not a clearly focused argument like that of these "intellectuals," and this reflects the unique and complicated circumstance in which literature currently finds itself. As in many of the debates since the 1990s, there is no consensus concerning the problem of the state of thought in literature; however, the discourse of critics and supporters undoubtedly highlights the importance of ideology in literature. The problem mostly centers on the relationship between literature and reality, literature and the market, literature and ideology, and the core issue focuses on the ideological ability of writers and the ideological quality of literature. Hence, in reconstructing the relationship between literature and the world, there should be more discussion on how to understand the "state of thought" in literature that has arisen in the new century.
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When we discuss what is missing in modern Chinese literature, we often turn back to writers like Lu Xun. Between the late Qing dynasty (i.e., late nineteenth and early twentieth century) and the May Fourth (1919) movement, China experienced an unprecedented period of radical change. Lu Xun and some contemporary writers used their outstanding ideological foundations to participate in the establishing of a modern nation-state and thus achieved the status of "intellectuals." This is a part of history with which we are all familiar. The "literary revolution" and "ideological revolution" were closely linked, so when we talk about "New Literature," we cannot escape discussions of the "New Culture movement." In discussing the rise of modern short-story prose, Yu Dafu said: "One of the greatest successes of the May Fourth movement was, first of all, the discovery of the individual. . . . This idea centered on the ideological awakening and made its essence and utility6 the destruction of the writing
